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A new commandment I give unto you, That ye love one another, as I have loved yu—JOHN XXiii. 34, 
= . Pe A eae 
FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. “John i. 15. Fohn bare witness of\rejoiced to see my day. And he saw it 


Extracts from “ A Letter written in the 
year 1730, concerning the question, 
whether the LoGos (Leyes, WORD, 
John 1. 1.) supplied the place of a 
human s ba in the person of Jesus 


Crrist. By Nathaniel Lardner, 
D. D.” 


“J will now consider some texts, 
hich have been thought by some to 
represent to us the pre-e xistence of the 
soul of our Saviour, before his concep- 
tion in the woinb of the virgin lary. 

‘The form of God, Philip. nu. 6. 
seems to me to have been enjoyed by 


our Lord in this world. It* denotes 


| his knowledge of the hearts of men, his 


ower of healing diseases, and raising 
the dead, and working other miracles, 
at all times, whasaves he pleased, and 
all the other evidences of his divine 
mission. ‘This sense does wondertully 
oo with what our Lord says, John 

34—36. and in many other plac es of 
ist Gospei. Js 7t ne t written in your 
law, rd, Ye are Gods ? lf he called 
them Gads, to whom the word ¢ of God}, 
came, and the scripture cannot be broken, 
say ye of him, whom the kather hath\. 
sanctified, and sent into the world, thou 
blasphemest, because I said, I am the 
Son of God? But though he had so 
great power, fe made himself of no re- 
putation; he livedina mean condition ; 
and submitted to the reproaches of 
enemies, and at last to death itself.}, 
Which was plainly a voluntary sub- 
mission. For being innocent, he need- 
ed not to have died, but might have 
been translated without tasting death. 

“Tf this be the meaning of the text, 
then 2 Cor. vil. 9. is also explained: 
was rich, yet for our 
sakes he became poor. 


y 
isa 


f)) 
Oni L! 


* The learned Doctor has added many notes 
from Grotius, Beza, and .Iugustin, which, being} / 
in Latin, are not put down here. 








him—He that cometh after me, is pre- 
ferred before me. And ver. 80. This 
is he of whom I said: after me cometh a\n 
|man, which is preferred before me. For 
he was before me. But I apprehend, 
that Yorn the Baptist docs not here 
say, that Jesus was before him in time. 
Bat he says: ** He who comes after me, 
has always been before me, or in my 
view. For he is my chief, or prince, 
or principal.”” This suits w rh it he says 
of the great dignity, and tr: anscendant 
excellence of our Lord’s person and 
character, at ver. 27. MVhose shoes’ 
latchet Lam not worthy to unloose: and 
ver. 23. Lam the voice of one crying in 
the wilderness, Make straight the way 
of the Lord: that is, * Iam the harbin- 
ger, or fore-runner, of the great person, 
who is about to appear among you. 
I am come before him to prepare for 
his reception.’ 

* John vill. 58. may be thought a, 
strong text for the pre-ex cistence of our 
Saviour’s But really 
only represents his dignity, as the Mes-| 
siah, the special favour of God toward 
him, and the importance of the dispe n- 
sation by him. It ts a way of speaking,| 2 
resembling that in Rev. xiii. 8. Whose 
names are written in the book o of life, of 
the lamb, slain from the foundation of the 
world, and explained 1 Pet. i. 20. Wahz 
verily was fore-ordained before the foun-|? 
dation of thew _— See also Eph. 1. 4. 
2 Tim.1. 9. Tit.1.2. The Jewish 1 people 
have a saying, A the law was before 
the world was created. In like manner 
the dispensation by the Messiah was 
before the dispe nsation of déraham, in 
dignity, nature, and design, though not 
in time. 

“The Jews were much offended at 
the words, recorded in the 56th verse. 
Nevertheless our Lord does not there 
say, that he had seen Aéraham, or that 

Abr thamh ad seen him in person. What 


soul. 





rt 


et 


he“ there |g 


and was glad; that is, * he earnestly 
desired to see the time, when all the 
nations of the earth should be blessed, 
through his promised seed, the Mes- 
siah. And by faith he saw it, and was 
glad.” Compare Heb. xi. 13. — 

“ Another text proper to be consi- 
dered here is John xvii. 5. And now, 
O Father, glorify thou me with the glory, 
which I had with thee befare the world 
was. But this, according to the Jew- 
ish phraseology, may be very well un- 
derstood of the glory, always designed 
for the Christ by the immutable pur- 
pose of God. See Grotius upon the 
place. That our Lord had not, before 
his nativity, the glory which he here 
prays for, 1s apparent from the whole 
tenor of the Gospel, and from clear and 
manifest expressions in the context. 
For the glory, which he now prays for, 
is the reward of his obedience, ver. 4. 
I have finished the work, which thou 
gavest me todo. And now, O Father 
lorify thou me—And St. Paul says, 
Phil. ii. 9. Wherefore God also has 
highly exalted him. Heb. i1. 9—for the 
suffering of death he was crowned with 
glory and honour. Ver. 10. For it be- 
came him, for whom are all things, and 
by whomare all things, in bringing ma- 
ny sons to glory, to make the captain of 
thetr salvatic on perfect through suffer- 
mes. And Heb. xu. 2. Looking unto 
Fesus, who for the joy that was set be- 
fore him, endured the cross, despising the 
shame. And is set down on the right 
hand of the throne of God. And Luke 
xxiv. 26. Our Saviour says to his dis- 
ciples, in the way to Emmaus: Ought 
not the Christ to have suffered these 
things, and to enter into his glory? And 
St. Peter 1 Ep.i. 10,11. Of which sal- 
vation the Prophets have inquired.— 
Searching what, or what manner of time 
the spir it of Christ which was in them 


/ 
did st ignify, vhen it testified beforehand 





he says is this: Your father Abraham 


the sufferings of Christ, and the glory 
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that should follow. And St. Paul, Acts 
XXV1. 22, 23—saying no other things 
than those, which the Prophets and 
Moses did say should come: that the 
Christ should suffer, and that he should 
be the first that should rise from the 
dead. All harmonious, as we see, that 
the glory of the Messiah was subse- 
quent to his obedience and sufferings 
on this earth. See likewise Rom. i. 
3, 4. 

“ Nor can I forbear to observe to 
you, that Augustin, who has largely 
considered the words of John xvii. 5. 
and in so doing, quotes Eph. 1. 4. and 
Rom. i. 1—4. understands them of 
Christ’s human nature, and explains 
them in the same manner that I have 
done.” [The extract from Augustin 
being in Latin, is omitted here. | 

(To be Continued.) 
O- 


FOR THE CHRISTIAN 





MESSENGER. 

Blessed be God, even the Father of 
our Lord Jesus Christ, the Father of 
mercies, and the God ‘of all comfort. 

I would have you know, that the 
head of every man is Christ—and the 
head of Christ is God. 

Moreover, brethren, I would not 
that ye should be ignorant, how that 
all our fathers were under the cloud, 
and all passed through the sea ; 

And were all baptized unto ‘Moses 
in the cloud and in the sea; 

And did all eat the same spiritual 
meat ; 

And did all drink the same spiritual 
drink, (for they drank of that spiritual 
Rock that followed them: and that 
Rock was Christ). 

Christ the power of God, and the 
wisdom of God. 

Jesus Christ, the same yesterday, and 
to day, and for ever. 

Ye know the grace of our Lord 
Jesus Christ, that, though he was rich, 
yet for your sakes he became poor, 
that ye through his poverty might be 
rich. 

Seeing we are compassed about with 
so great acloud of witnesses, let us 
lay aside every weight, and the sin 
which doth so easily esct us, and let}! 
us run with patience the race that is 
set before us. 

Looking unto Jesus, the author and 
finisher of our jaith; who, for the joy 
that was set before him, endured the 
cross, despising the shame, and is set 





down at the right hand of the throne 
of God. 


have delivered up the kingdom to God, 
even the Father; when he shall have 


are put under him, it is manifest that}: 


hin 


to death itself. 
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Then cometh the end, when he shall 


put down all rule, and all authority, 
and power 

For he must reign till he hath put 
all enemies under his feet. 

The last enemy that shall be de- 
stroyed is death. 

For he hath put all things under his 
feet. But when he saith, all things 


he is excepted which did put all things 
under him. 

And when all things shall be sub- 
dued unto him, then shall the Son also 
himself be subject unto him that put 
all things under him, that God may be 
all in ail. 

According to the grace of God, 
which is given unto me, as a wise mas- 
ter builder, I have iaid the foundation, 
and another buildeth thereon. Butlet 
every man take heed how he buildeth 
thereupon. 

For other foundation can no man 
lay than that is laid, which is Jesus 


rich, yet for our sakes he became poor, 
2 Cor. vii. 9.” 

John x. 34—36. refers to the rulers 
of Israel, who were called Gods, be. 
cause they were divinely authorised to 
govern and judge the people ; but we 
find no account of their knowledge of 
the hearts of men, and other miracu- 
lous powers. Where then is the well 
accordance of My. K.’s sense with this 
passage? The Apostle tells us, that 
our Lord emptied himself of the form 
of God, when he took the form of 4 
ervant,(which Mr. R. C. knows is the 
proper reading which he has brought 
forward in the Christian Messeng r 
p. 34, from Wakefield.)  Wi£ull R. C. 
have the goodness to mention what 
text in the New ‘Testament Mr. Knee. 
land has produced to show that Jesus 


Christ, while on earth, ever emptied 
himself of his knowledge of the hearts 


of men and other metraculous powers 
which he conceives to ~ the form + 
God spoken of, Phil. 11. 6. ? the 


—. o 


For 


submission of Je Sus : Chris st to persecu- 





Christ. 

Now if any man build upon 
foundation, gold, silver,precious stones, 
wood, hay, stubble ; 


this/t] 





Every man’s work shall be made ma-th 


nifest: for the day shall declare it, be =| 
cause it shall be revealed by and! 
the fire shall try every man’s work of | 
what sort it Is. 

It any man’s work abide which he 
hath built there upon, he shall receive a 


mre 2 











reward. 

If any man’s work shall be burned,}1 
he shall sutier loss; but he himselt| 
shall be saved; yet so as by fire. 

ARI Ll. 
Cristian ‘Messenger. 
Pislade/piau, Satu: day, Hee Lt, {819, 
(Conck: ded from last sum! er ) 
In page 133 of the Le ctures, Mr. 


Kneeland says, “ I shall consider her | 


a few texts which have been s1 upposed|! 


to speak of his (Christ’s) pre-cxist- 
ence. The form of God, Phil. ii. 6. I 
conceive, denotes his knowledg: ‘of the} 
hearts of men; and other miraculous 


powers. ‘This sense does all accord 
with. John x. 34—36, which see. But 
though he had so great power, he made 


Wewhis 


tion and death is no evidence of his 
divesting himself of miraculous pow- 
ers, but 1s positive evidence of his 
obedience, in the form of a servant, to 
the will of his God and Father. Sc 
lfar from divesting himself. we know 


that after he was tak he miraculously 


ealed the e: Nialchus. 


en, 


ir Oo] 

Ke: nark.— if it must be Inc derst OL 
Ith; it ¢ hris St ever ¢ ved himselt Of ay 
knowledyre oi power, so that he could 
not use that power! if he chose, We 
frankly admit that such a construction 


is Incompativle with our hypothesis ; 
but what hypothesis can be fo: ned 

ch will meet with no difficulties? 
if Mr. Knecland has erred on this subs 
ject in his Lectures, he has cerrec : 
where a much greater man erred before 
him, who, it seems, had come to jae 
same conclusion from the same pres 
mises; tor Mr. K. had fully come to 
his present conclusion on this subject, 
before he had read any of the writings 
ft Dr. Lardner; and, although it will 


compensation for the 


be but a poor 





self of no reputation: he submitted| 


to the reproach of enemies, and at lasijis very lterai, 
Thus, though he wasia fair way of ascertaining what a wri-fifrom t 


error, vet he thinks it not very dislhio- 
jnourable to agree in opinion with 
such a learned divine. See also note 
on page 38, col. 2.—Ed. 

Mr. | Kneelanc di is not more happy in 
reading John i. 30. he is my chiet, of 
pr ince, or prin« me Our Sry 

he was before me. tis 
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his descent from heaven. But we are 
not left to inferences ; we have his own 
explicit testimony, John vi. 38. 
came down from heaven, not to do mine 
awn will, but the will of him that sent 
me, compare chap. ii. 31. It is true 
John was sent of God; so were the 
prophets ; but none of them came down 
from heaven. 

Mr. Kneeland says, John xiii. 3. and 
XVI. 27, 28. is expl: ained by John viii. 
42. He would have been nearer the 
mark if he had said the latter was ex- 
plained oy the former. 

In pags Mr. 
ders 1 ra 1. 1, 2. a complete com- 
mentary on John i. 1. perhaps he did 
not recollect, that in 1 John i. 1, 2. the 
expression is ew’ apync, from the begin- 
nine, a phrase trequently used to "dee 
note the beginning of Jesus’ preach- 
In John’ S gospel the 


‘er means by any expression to com- 
yare the sense which he means to con- 
vey by it in every instance in which he 
yses that expression. John uses the 
term @pores cight times in his gospel, 
and once in his first epistle. And in- 
yariably in the sense of priority of time, 
never once to signify pre-eminence. 
The other evangelists commonly use 
a term in the same sense. Whenever 
t is used to express dignity, our trans- 
Bators have properly rendered it so. 
For instance, Mark vi. 21. rendered 
Bhi ef. 
e Remark 
B she same sense of achief or prin ipal. 
B Mark vi. 21.; Luke xix. 47.; 1 Tim. 
Ff 5, 16. Compare Matt. 111. 2.; Mark 
i. 8.; Luke iii. 16. ** He thatcemeth 
Pafter me ightierthan I.”” See Im- 
B proved Version, note on the place.— 


— The word e@pares is used in 136, Kneeland consi-|j 


« 


1S till 


ing the srs spel. 





ed. 
Mr. Knecland Savs, “ Tn this sens¢ Iphras se 1S wv apyn, an the be LINN Voy WwW hen}! 
She was before Asraham,”’ John viii. ithe word was with the Father, 1 John 
B58 v6 not in time, t in dignity of}! Chis term is not used elsewhere 
ta - = ™ ie YT : 
: station.’ Surely Mr. Kneeland must|in ‘ad New Testament, except in 


Badmit that wp A Seren yoeo$ar, MUSt be! P *hilip. iv.15.where the apostle showed 


I 


75 
dour. Dr. Priestley frankly acknow- 
ledged to me in person, that John xvii. 
5. was a literal translation of the lan- 
guage of Jesus Christ; that he meant 
what he said ; and that its genuine im- 
port was, that he actually did exist and 
possess glory with the Father before 
the world was ; that he had seen many 
endeavours to evade the force of it; 
but that none of them ever gave him 
any satisfaction. At the same time he 
acknowledged that it was diametri- 
cally opposite to the system which he 
himself had maintained. That in fact, 
It was an insurmountable objection to 
that system; and it stood not alone; 
for there were several other passages as 
insurmountable as that. When Iasked 
him w hy he held a system which he 
acknowledged was inconsistent with 
the language and meaning of our aol 
Jesus Christ, he answered, that it wa 
because he thought i it was pressed Ww ith 
the fewest difficulties upon the whole. 
Among those who hold this same 
system, few, if any, are more capable 
than Dr. Prie: stley was to solve the dif 


Mliterally before avraha vas; but he!that he used it in a different sense from/ficulties ; mot one is more frank and 
Bdid not examine it when he wrot {that, John 1. 1. by stating, that helcandid. Tf 

BHe adds, “ Itis a way of speaking re-|meant the beginning of the gospel. It} Remark—We admire the candour 
Bcemblinge that in Rev. xiii. 8. * The!isevidentthatthe Son, called the Word,las well as the piety of Dr. Priestley. 
MLamb slain from the foundation of the ‘was with the Father before he was ma-!He alw ays met his opponent fairly; 
: orld.’ ‘his is another instance in|nifested to his apostles. and no man, it is presumed, was ever 
Bwhich attention to his hypothesis had| Remarks—The extracts which we) more ready to acknowle ge the diffi- 
Med him to adopt the improper transia-|have proposed publishing from) Dr.!culties which lay in his way : and when 





Bion. R. C. will admit that the Im-|Lardner, (i ind which we have now 
i sabe ~ 2 : P i ° | } . : . : 
wed Version 1s better ee a ed.) will supersede the neces- 
B from the foundation of the world in{sity of any further remarks in this 
Mthe Book of Life of i Lamb that}place.—E£d. 
> . * > ne } ; —- ena , ‘ ven 
Bwas slain.” Compare Rev. xvii. 8. | After all, whatis the mighty danger 
In page 135, Mr. Kneeland obser ¥ es,|to bone feared trom we plain Scrépture 
‘There are other passages chidoctrine ot the premexistence of Christ, 


it 


om God ltan nd the app! ication of ‘ie offic val title, 
i which the Se Yr iptures unequivo- 
ally. a] ply to him? unless it mis rht be 


speak of Christ’s being s¢ 
con! i from 


God, &e. > 


re enine 
returning 
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{, oa, anc t: 19a, 
1 
all of which, itis su posed 
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there is but a choice of difficulties, a 
wise man will take that course wh ich, 
to his understanding, presents the few- 
est, and those most easily surmounted. 
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AmonG the many passages of scrip- 


alludes to his pre-existence. But it isiconsidered as uni avourable to -a kind 
also said, There was aman se nt fromlof philosophical hypothesis, to whic nyuire which have been brought to oe 
God, whose nane was Fon. John. the Sc icript cures Ww ill not bend. Orlche Divi ine J N ‘ature of Christ, the one 
6. Yet none ever supposed, that Johnjare we afraia that he who loved u syn i'd im. li. 16. has been thous! it by 
came directly from heaven. See alsojand rave himself for us, ny a ew to be very conclusive : but on a 
John xvii. 18. and “ee 21. As my|ceive too much honour: The Serj =litule reflection it will be readily per- 
Father sent me, so send I you.”  |tures most uneq iivocally maint In the icelved, , that even if the common is the 
lohn xvi. 18. Jesus sak d, Fei ne forth{unity of the Supreme Being as ‘he on/ylcorrect reading of that text, it proves 
from the Father, and am come ; to theltrue God, and the subordination of the|nodl gy more than what all Unita rian 
world; again I leave the world and go|Son to the Father. And at the samelbelieve: viz. that God, by his wis- 
to the Sather, This exactly corres- time that the Son was a man approvedidom, power and goodness, was cle arly 
ponds with John xii. 3. We knowjof God, made in all shinge like hisfanc | conspicuously manifested 1 in Jesus 
that his leaving the world, and goin: iy vg yet without s In page 140,!Christ; and not in him o1 lv, oe also 
to the Father, was his ascension agit . Kneeland introduces the name of|in his inspired apostles; nevertheless, 
heaven. Consequently, his coiatnal Dt . Prie: estley ; a man whose memoryjthere are strong reasons to su Peel i hat 
aman of great can-|the common is not the true reading 0! 


world, esteem ; 


from the Father into the was! l highl 
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the text; but that the pronoun (és, or $,) 
who, or which, has been rejected, and|$ 
the noun (9406,) God, inserted in its 
stead; in order, if possible, to make 
the text favour the idea above meantion- 
ed. ‘The learned Griesbach, to whom 
the Christian world is much indebted, 
has restored what he supposes to be 
the true reading, (é:,) and the text from 
him, is thus rendered in the Improved 
Version of the New Testament. 

And, without controversy, the mys- 
tery of godliness is great: He who was 
manifested® in the Hesht was justified 
by the spiritt seen by messengers, 

reached ta the Gentiles,|| believed on in 
the world, received in lor y.** 


* He who was manifested —* The mys- 
tery of godiiness, w hich was manifested.” 
Wakefield. “Abp. Newcome adopts the}, 
receiv ed text, ‘ God was manifested.’ But 
in the margin he gives the reading retained 
here. This is supported by the Alexan- 
drine and E sphrem MSS. The Vatican is 
mutilated. ‘The Clermont reads (@) thal 
which. Later copies | have @ces, (rod. ‘All 
the old versions,’ says Dr. Clarke (Doct. of 
Trin. No. 88, 89) ‘have who or which. And: 
all the ancient fathers, though the copies of 
many of them have it now in the text itself 
@se<, God: from the tenor of their comments 
upon it, and from their never citing it in the 
Arian controversy, it appears that they al- 
ways read it (é¢) w/o, or (¢) w hich—.Vote,|: 
it must not be judged from the present co- 
pies of the text in Nyssen and others, but 
from their manner of commenting upon the 
place, how the text was read tn their days. 
Abp. Neweome observes, that if we > read 

bc) he soho, we have a construction like 
fark iv. 25. Luke vill. 18. (é¢ av sx, he that 
hath—os sx sxe he that hath not—also) 
Rom. vill. 52” (és wx sPssearo, he who 
spared not, &C.) 

_ t Manifested in the flesh—* was evidently} ; 
areal man, a proper human being, and not a 
man in appearance only, as the Gnostics 
and Docetz taught, to whom the apostle 
seems to atece ch. i. 4. vi. 20. Compare 
1 John iv. 2.3.; 2 John ver. 7. 

t Justified “ the spirit—* vindicated by 
the spirit.’ *—Wakefield ; i. e. “ declared|s 
to be righteous, and the Christ, by the at- 
testations of the holy spirit.’—Newcome. 

§ Seen by messengers—* by the apostles, 
who were his angels or messengers to the 
world. *__ Benson. 

|| Preached to the Gentiles—* proclaimed 
to Geutiles’—Wakefield. “This mystery 
St. Paul particularly insists on, Eph. iii. 4. 
5.6 "—Newcome. 

q Believed on in the world—* or establish- 
ed by evidence” —W akefield’s note, “ among 
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Wakefield, in his note, says, “ not 
soe, but 6, or és, is the reading of the 
Syriac, Coptic, Athiopic, and Vulgate 
versions.”” He alsoexplains the ay6A05, 
messengers, to be the “ apostles and 
preachers of the word: see Acts iv. 20. 
x. 41. Gal. iv. 14. 1 John i. 1. Rev. 
20, &c.”? Wakefield has other notes 
on the text, but the above is of the most 
importance. 

If we render ananQén w dofp, received 
upinto glory, it corresponds with Mark 
XV. 19; avsran@om ei¢ Tov oupavor, WAS 1eC= 
ceived up into heaven; which, on some 
accounts, appears to be the best con- 
struction: though the one above is a 
more literal translation. Wakefield 
renders it, taken up with glory : and we 

can hardly suppose, that when the apos- 
—|tle was evidently speaking of the pro- 
cess of the mission of Christ, he would 
omit to speak of his glorious ascension. 

Considering these facts, there can- 
not remain a doubt but that w/o or 
which, instead of God, 1s the correct 
reading of the text. In either case, 
however, the doctrine, rather than the 
person, of Christ must have been re- 
ferred to in the preaching to the Gen- 
tiles; and this corresponds with the 
construction of Benson—“ met with a 
glorious reception.” 

In addition to the above, the follow- 
ing is from Macknight’s note on the 
place. 

“God was manifested in the fresh. 
The Clermont MS. with the Vulgate, 
and some other ancient versions, read 
here, 6, which, "instead of Otce, God. 
The Syriac version, as translated by 
Tremellius, hath Quod Deus revelatus 
est in carne: That God was revealed in 
the flesh. 
és, wha. But Mill saith, it is the only 
Greek MS. which hath that reading. 
All the others, with one consent, have 
@60¢; whichis followed by Chrysostom, 
Theodoret, and Theophylact, aS ap- 
pears by their commentaries. Miull 
saith é¢ and é were substituted in place 


** Received in glory— met with a glo- 
rious reception’ ’—Benson, who refers to 
Acts xx. 13. 14.: xxiii. 31.3 Eph. vi. 15.3 
2 ‘Tim. iv. 1!.in support of this sense of}, 
the word aveanQéx. He interprets the apos- 
tle’s language of the multitudes which in 
the apostolic age embraced the Christian 
religion. Newcome renders the clause 
‘taken up into glory,’ explaining it of the 
consequences of Christ’s ascension.”’ See 


i.|he detends, 


The Colbertine MS. hathlag 


of the true reading: not however by 
the Arians, nor by the other heretics, 
as neither they nor the orthodox fa. 
thers, have cited this text.”” Mac. 
knight also renders the last clause, was 
taken up in glory; which construction 


Benson. But it will be perceived 
that this construction will suit the 
reading of Griesbach, and the Improv. 
ed Version, (is, he who,) as well as the 
received text, (Seee, God,) for in either 


case, (unless we adopt the reading of 


the Clermont MS. ¢ 
Christ can be meant. 
ae the above we shall only remark, 

. This note agrees with what has 
Wes already stated, respecting the 
Clermont MS. and also the V ulgate, 
and some other ancient versions. 

Instead of referring to the Syriac, 
as Wakefield has done, it only reters 
to a translation of it by ‘Tremellius, 
This testimony, therefore, cannot inva- 
ues thatof Mr. Wakefield. 

It states one other MS. (the C ol. 
ae in which é, who, 1s found, 
which, Mill says, is the only one of the 
kind :) besides those mentioned in the 
Improved Version, by which it will be 
perceived, that Mill has not seen the 
MSS. which, being added to the other 
testimony, induced Griesbach to in-. 
troduce é¢, instead of Sse, in his second 
edition. 

4. What Mill says in regard to é or 
6 being substituted in the place of rae 
true reading, i isnot at all probable ; for 
if not “by the Arians, nor by 
other heretics,” by whom was it done? 


which,) none but 


the 


The orthodox, as they are termed, 
would have scrupulously guarded 
ainst such an alteration. Probabi- 


litv, therefore, to say the least, is on 
the other side of the question; viz. 
that 905, instead of the true reading, 
was inserted by some one; and by 
whom more likely than the orthodox 
themselves ? but not, however, till after 
the Arian controversy, when the doc: 
trine of the Trinity, or something near 
like it, had become established in the 
church. And these alterations were 
probably made with the pious motives 
(as they might have been thought) of 
securing it and placing it beyond con- 


troversy In future. 
(Concluded in our next Number.) 
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distant nations, as well as ameng Jews.” — 
Newcome. 


Improved Version, and note on the place. 
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